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grateful for liberation, which is higher than the 
estimates I learned in a September visit. My 
appreciation for the troops and their families is 
profound. My oldest son is now deployed in 
Iraq, and I was able to speak by phone with 
him as he begins his year of active duty. 

In Baghdad, we visited the FBI Command 
Post where experienced agents from across 
America lead investigations of identifying ter-
rorists, uncovering terrorist financing, and ana-
lyzing bombings and murders of Americans. 
This came to life with Congressman ROGERS, 
a former FBI agent, and by the accompani-
ment of Indianapolis Special Agent in Charge 
Tom Fuentes who has an extensive career of 
professional investigation. 

We helicoptered to Kirkush to visit with the 
newly arrived troops of the North Carolina 
Army National Guard. Their morale was high 
as it was explained that the local Iraqi security 
forces were making a real impact establishing 
order. Proof of the local forces’ effectiveness 
is that Hussein loyalists are brutally attacking 
them with the Iraqis fighting back with a new 
resolve to build democracy. 

In concluding our briefings we met with Jim 
Haveman, formerly Community Health Director 
of Michigan, who explained the upgrading of 
Iraqi healthcare. The previous system, which 
was totally focused for the Baath Socialist 
Party members, has been expanded for all 
citizens and the Ministry of Health was among 
the first to be transferred to Iraqi control. All 
240 Iraqi hospitals and more than 1,200 pri-
mary care clinics are open. 

Visiting Jordan was an unexpectedly pleas-
ant surprise. Jordanians are enthusiastic in 
helping the coalition rebuild Iraq because a 
stable Iraq protects Jordan’s growing econ-
omy. 

At the Jordan International Police Training 
Center, professional police from 20 nations 
are training classes of 500 Iraqi police trainees 
with a goal of producing 32,000 graduates by 
December 2005. Without notice or 
preselection our delegation interviewed four 
Iraqi students who told of their heartfelt desire 
to play a role in building a democratic Iraq. 

That evening I met with the Chairman of the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce (AmCham) in 
Jordan. The AmCham had recently hosted in 
Jordan a second business conference on Iraq, 
together with Amman World Trade Centers. 
The conference was attended by many Iraqi 
business people during which it was sug-
gested that contracts that are either in place 
or soon to be awarded to hopefully create 
more than 1 million new jobs in Iraq. The 
AmCham is promoting Jordan for the value it 
offers as a launching pad for doing business 
in Iraq. 

Hungary is home of the International Law 
Enforcement Academy at Budapest where 
since 1995 police officers from formerly com-
munist nations have been trained to detect 
and fight financial and organized crime. Iraqis 
will soon join the classes to learn of the rela-
tionships between organized crime and ter-
rorism, which work to acquire financing and 
provide munitions. 

In the former totalitarian police state of Hun-
gary, which is now a dynamic member of 
NATO, it is a dream come true to see freedom 
flourish in just 15 short years of democracy. 
President Bush has this same vision of de-
mocracy for the Middle East, which he knows 
will benefit the people of the region and is the 
best way to protect American families from fu-

ture terrorist attacks. Just as in Hungary, the 
road is bumpy, but the benefits are crucial for 
peace and freedom. After World War II we re-
built Germany to deter it from being a breed-
ing ground for communists and now in Iraq we 
can stop it from being a breeding ground for 
terrorists. 

September 11 confirmed we are in a global 
war we did not seek, but we clearly now have 
a choice of fighting terrorists overseas at their 
homes or we will fight them in America at our 
homes. From Qatar to Iraq to Jordan to Hun-
gary competent and dedicated patriots are 
making a difference. 

In conclusion God Bless our Troops, we will 
not forget the attacks of September 11.

Mr. HUNTER. I thank the gentleman 
for his remarks. 

f 

COMPARISON OF VOTING RECORDS 
IN REGARD TO NATIONAL DE-
FENSE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BARRETT of South Carolina). Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
have been watching the national de-
bate and, of course, all of the talk 
shows and all of the discussion about 
Senator KERRY’s service to the coun-
try, the President’s service to the 
country, who is patriotic, who is not 
patriotic. I think that it is important 
to lay out in lines of demarcation 
across what is fair political comment 
and what is not. I think that, first, 
service to our country gives any Mem-
ber who has served, especially in a war 
like Vietnam, the platform, the right, 
to certainly have a position, a credible 
position on what we should do with re-
spect to national defense. On the other 
hand, service in the military does not 
by and of itself mean that you are not 
accountable for, if you are elected to 
Congress, your voting record. 

What I would like to do is to simply 
say that I have no quarrel with Senator 
KERRY’s having served in Vietnam. I 
think that is a good thing and I think 
that being a veteran is something peo-
ple should be commended for. On the 
other hand, I think it is very impor-
tant to say that that is not a sub-
stitute for a strong defense voting 
record. I heard several people attack-
ing the President the other day and 
Vice President CHENEY in particular, 
saying that Vice President CHENEY had 
a poor voting record on defense and 
that Senator KERRY had a good voting 
record on defense. So what I did was go 
to the Almanac of American Politics, 
which puts together a series of ratings 
on Congressmen and Senators. It is 
done by the National Journal. It is con-
sidered to be nonpartisan. It is consid-
ered to have a great deal of credibility. 
They give people ratings by groups 
that they think are good, honest bro-
kers of where you stand in particular 
areas. 

For example, I have, I think, a fairly 
low AFL–CIO rating. Other Members of 
Congress have a high rating. That rat-
ing is in the National Journal, where 
people can open it up and see my rat-
ing. Senator KERRY also has a rating 
from the American Security Council. 
He has a rating that was given at the 
same time that he was in the Senate 
that the Vice President, RICHARD CHE-
NEY, was in the House of Representa-
tives, and in which a real barometer for 
being a good, strong defense Democrat, 
Sam Nunn of Georgia, was in the Sen-
ate. I looked at this rating. The rating 
at the time when they were all three in 
Congress, Vice President CHENEY, at 
that time Congressman CHENEY, had a 
100 percent American Security Council 
rating for being strong on national de-
fense as reported by the Almanac of 
American Politics. Sam Nunn, Demo-
crat from Georgia, had a 100 percent 
rating for being strong on national de-
fense under the American Security 
Council rating system as reported in 
the Almanac of American Politics put 
out by National Journal. Senator 
KERRY had a zero for a national defense 
voting record as rated by the American 
Security Council, as reported by the 
National Journal’s Almanac of Amer-
ican Politics. Once again Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY, 100 percent in votes in 
support of a strong national defense. 
Sam Nunn, Democrat from Georgia, 100 
percent for a strong national defense. 
Senator JOHN KERRY, zero. 

I do not think we should continue to 
debate ad nauseam Senator KERRY’s 
record with respect to Vietnam. I think 
his words when he testified to the Sen-
ate and said that American servicemen 
had murdered 200,000 people, I think he 
should be accountable for that. I think 
he should be accountable for the state-
ment when he said that 80 percent of 
them were stoned on pot 24 hours a day 
and that they ravaged the country like 
Genghis Khan. But I do not think that 
we should ad nauseam debate his serv-
ice. We should, though, debate his vot-
ing record and whether that voting 
record portends well for the United 
States of America in terms of a strong 
national security should he become 
President of the United States. I think 
that we ought to go to the record, we 
ought to get off this who shot JOHN and 
who is bad and who is good and who 
served and who did not, but go to the 
voting record and analyze who would 
be best in terms of making a strong na-
tional security apparatus for our coun-
try. In my estimation, that is not Sen-
ator KERRY. 

I again thank the gentleman for 
yielding.

f 

JOBS AND THE ECONOMY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 

BLACKBURN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CUMMINGS) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, it 
certainly is my honor and my pleasure 
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